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The manuscript should be revised as follow: 

 

1. It would be better to shorten the introduction 

section which is too long in the present 

manuscript.  

2. The authors should check for all possible 

errors as indicated in the attached file. Check 

for reference format of the journal. 

3. The sentences in Lines 94-97 and 140-149 

should not be in the Material and Method 

section. They should be in the Discussion 

section. 

 

 

 

 

 

1. The introduction has been shortened. 
2. It has been done. 
3. The authors do not agree with comments 

on line 94-97 and 140-149. Line 94- 97 
form part of description of study area 
while line 140 – 149 deal with the 
importance of productivity in an economy. 
This has been represented in a clearer 
manner in the manuscript. However, the 
journal should have the final say. 
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